LETTER TO VICEROY                                      303
On the 29th ultimo it decided under the presidency of
Mr. Vithalbhai Patel to embark on mass civil disobedience, having
proved its fitness for it in terms of the resolution1 of the All-India
Congress Committee which met at Delhi during the first week of
November last. But as I am perhaps chiefly responsible for Bar-
doli's decision, I owe it to your Excellency and the public to ex-
plain the situation under which the decision has been taken.
It was intended under the resolution of the All-India Congress
Committee, before referred to, to make Bardoli the first unit for
mass civil disobedience in order to mark the national revolt against
the Government for its consistently criminal refusal to appreciate
India's resolve regarding the Khilafat, the Punjab and swaraj.
Then followed the unfortunate and regrettable rioting on the
17th November last in Bombay, resulting in the postponement of
the step contemplated by Bardoli.
Meanwhile repression of a virulent type has taken place with
me concurrence of the Government of India in Bengal, Assam,
the United Provinces, the Punjab, the Province of Delhi and, in
a way, in Bihar and Orissa and elsewhere. I know that you have
objected to the use of the word "repression" for describing the
action of the authorities in these provinces.   In my opinion when
action is taken which is in excess of the requirements of a situation,
it is undoubtedly repression.  The looting of property, assaults on
innocent people, the brutal treatment of prisoners in the jails in-
cluding flogging can in no sense be described as legal, civilized
or in any way necessary.  This official lawlessness cannot be des-
cribed by any other term but lawless repression.  Intimidation by
non-co-operators or their sympathizers to a certain extent in con-
nection with hartals and picketing may be admitted but in no
case can it be held to justify the wholesale suppression of peaceful
volunteering or equally peaceful public meetings under a distorted
use of an extraordinary law which was passed in order to deal
with activities which were manifestly violent both in intention and
action, nor is it possible to designate as otherwise than repression,
action taken against innocent people under what has appeared to
many of us an illegal use of the ordinary law, nor again can the
administrative interference with the liberty of the Press under a
law that is under promise of repeal be regarded as anything but
repression.
The immediate task before the country, therefore, is to rescue
from paralysis freedom of speech, freedom of association and free-
l Vide Vol. XXI, pp. 411-4.